Line 1: Wave activity is relatively higher in the Arctic.
Lines 3-4: Which fact? PSC formation / propagation of planetary waves / vortex instability? Please reformulate this sentence.
Line 5: No, this is not correct. You need to specify the altitude and period to make such a strong statement.
Line 7: 600 K is a bit higher for Arctic ozone loss analysis. It would be better to discuss the temperature structure at 450/475/500 K. Also, please refer Dornbrack et al. (2012) and discuss their findings with respect to your temperature analysis. Dornbrack, A., Pitts, M. C., Poole, L. R., Orsolini, Y. J., Nishii, K., and Nakamura, H.: The 2009-2010 Arctic stratospheric winter -general evolution, mountain waves and predictability of an operational weather forecast model, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 12, 3659-3675, doi:10.5194/acp-12-3659-2012 Phys., 12, 3659-3675, doi:10.5194/acp-12-3659- , 2012 Line 10: Not completely true for all PSC types, as it also depends on temperature.
Lines 12-13: As you haven't done the analysis of major warming of this winter, you need to cite a publication in which this analysis is given (e.g. Kuttippurath and Nikulin, 2012) . Lines 15-16: The instability of the vortex was not due to the warmings? On the other hand, you have already stated that the temperatures were as low as 180 K in early January.
Line 24: Latitude range 38 N or 38 S. You need to state that clearly (somewhere earlier in this section, i.e. your measurements were during this particular period/winter and therefore, you calculate ozone loss for that winter). Otherwise, the readers might ask why you selected this winter for your study.
Line 23: The instrument operated only for this short period?
Line 28: Not because of its latitude coverage, but due to its limited coverage in the high latitudes. Also state the latitude band of those measurements (e.g. 38N-65N) Line 29: Why do you want to compare with SMR, as there are other satellite measurements available for this winter with better altitude and latitude coverage (e.g. Aura MLS)? Perhaps, you would like to compare measurements from similar instruments?
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Line 1: Dynamical instability permitted more measurements? I did not understand this. 
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Line 2: Why did you use N2O in this study? Please write the reasons for this (e.g. Checking dynamics in the model).
Lines 23-24: Please add a figure of Averaging Kernels (with FWHM), which would give an idea of the vertical resolution of these SMILES retrievals. Please make sure that you select a retrieval at around 60 N. Line 18: "potential temperature levels ranging from..." Line 24: Yes, it is conserved. But, please mention the duration with respect to altitude.
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Line 4: "To account for this", to account for diabatic descent?
Lines 5-7: Please reformulate this sentence.
Line 11: It is also appropriate for you to give the equation of advection, as you discuss this term later in Results section too. 
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Lines 2-3: Sate also the ozone loss values here.
Line 7: You need to cite a publication which is relevant to this winter as I mentioned before (Kuttippurath et al. 2010 ).
Line 13: Merge this paragraph with the previous one by inserting the ozone loss values at appropriate places. Table 1 : What is this measurement response (averaging kernel/FWHM), please write that in the figure caption.
Figure 1: 600 K is very high for Arctic ozone loss analysis. What is the motivation for selecting this altitude? At 450 or 475 K would have been more useful for this study. I also do not see that you discuss the ozone loss at 600 K in that detail with respect to your temperature analysis. 
